Fernandez that we are unable to apply our method to wavefunctions with more than one node is unjustified, since we have in fact given results for such functions in the tables of [2, 7, 8] .
Below we also report PSLET results for the truncated Coulomb potential V (r) = −1/(r +α) with α = 10 for wavefunctions with several nodes. We show the sum of the first twenty terms of the energy series, E 20 , and list the corresponding Padé approximants. The orders at which the energy series and Padé approximants stabilize are also shown. • Fernandez is unjustified in asserting that PSLET is based on logarithmic perturbation theory (LPT) (c.f. Appendix A in [4] and the references cited therein on LPT). PSLET is simply an algebraic recursion method which leads to exactly solvable recursion relations ( based on the uniqueness of power series representations, c.f. [9] ).
• It is not universally true that HPM-SLNT and consequently PSLET are divergent. Both techniques are based on asymptotic series expansions and one would expect to get asymptotically divergent or asymptotically convergent results (c.f. our analysis in ref. [7, 10, 11] ). To illustrate this statement with some persuasive evidence we consider the truncated Coulomb potential with α = 10, for wave functions with 10 nodes at ℓ = 1, 3, 5, 15. Obviously, the trends of convergence are very well marked. In general the energy series of SLNT, HPM-SLNT, and PSLET are oscillatory ( a signal of, at least, asymptotic convergence) and one would, as a remedy, use an order-dependent shift ( as in HPM-SLNT) or
Padé approximants ( as in PSLET) to obtain results with satisfactory accuracy.
We agree with Fernandez about the unfavorable case ( α = 0.1, ℓ = ν = 0). Here the energy series appears to be asymptotically divergent. However, this should be attributed mainly to the nature of the truncated Coulomb potential and to the irrational value of α. One should notice that this particular potential gives contributions to the higher-order corrections of the energy series through its non-vanishing higher-order derivatives. This will lead to accumulated rounding-off errors which, in turn, can yield unreliable results from the higher-order corrections.
We believe that the points made above have satisfactorly answered the criticisms (I) to (III) of Fernandez.
